THE  LIGHT  OF DAY

as the death of Caesar, for instance, which every-
body believes in.  Do we want any proof of the
death of Caesar ? Do not all men die ? The manner
of his death would be the only question, and we do
not want very strong proof upon that point, since
thousands of other men have fallen by the knife
of the assassin.  But  in the alleged resurrection
of Jesus of Nazareth we have an event the like of
which never happened before or since, an event
that contradicts the whole experience of the human
race, an event which by its startling and unheard-of
character overwhelms the mind, and we are asked to
believe it as readily as we do the death of Caesar, on
the authority of a book or books of uncertain date
and uncertain authorship, written by persons who
do not  even allege that they were eye-witnesses
of the event they describe.  Suppose the historian
averred that Caesar never died, that he was still living
hundreds of years after his supposed assassination,
no matter how momentous the consequences which
had flowed from that belief, would we be satisfied
with ordinary proof of the fact ? The alleged resur-
rection of Jesus is just as legitimate a problem of
scientific inquiry as any fact of geology or natural
history, because it is put forward as a concrete phy-
sical fact.   Indeed, the whole Christian problem is
a historical problem, one of documents and records,
and falls within the reach of inductive research.
We may ask, Is it true? The impartial inquirer
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